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©prepared in 975! While: . the | Soviet | Typhoon,
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L ;)g'tﬂ»:ul)ly! also finalized - plans for the level of
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'il_l?c- ;Stwi(\ls‘is‘(:n'i)pc-(l offering to [trade constraints,
on Typhbdon for constraints on the, US Trident..,
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the LﬁS-;%r«iriu,xi'«:(l- Viddivostok eiling jof 1320
launchers . Forl MIRVed © missiles for 11985 |
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. prior ‘ttlpv\'l!;l(|l\'n$!nk The Soviels Tad planmed:
Teploy onlyitabout {1,062 MIBVed 1€BMs atidl|
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Us FII’.(,\.:sq.-'i(lm‘i atid Trident MIRV|prograins, which!
allocate o US SELBMs 736 of the 1,320 launchers)
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Sibtaining SALT constraints upon  US strategie

Programs, the Soviets have at times sought to

. mislead the United States on the degree of | re-

traint imposed on their strategic progiams by -

ALT. In doing this, they exploited the-limita-

S
N
tions on US knowledge of Soviel strategic pro-
L

grams and encouraged a mistaken United States

assurnption that SALT provisions would signifi-
cantly constrain Soviet deplovment intentions,
when in fact they did not. The Soviets have
assidttously songht ambiguities in the wording of
he SALT agreements for this purpose. ;= !
Co [ ‘ o i f‘ N
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“This behavior does not necessarily mean, how
1eri’lhul the Soviets under no circumstanees in
the future will ever allow a SAUT agreement to
significaitly curtail strategic programs. already

|

embodied in the defeiise Plans. The possibility wf

:lhut the USSR may eventually do this will depend
he measured. One s the degree 1o which the
Soviets remain - satisfied that they have, in! fact, .
ipvrmununlly overcome strategic inferiority to the o
United States, cand the degree to which such ¥
confidence may reduce the political pressures =%
upon the Soviet leadership to maintain their ©
arategic buildup. A second unknown is.the de-
gree to which: economic problems nray bring -

Ipressures for a reduction in the military budget— -
or, conversely. for a shift ol resources toward i

further increases in military  power, through
which the leadership may believe that it can
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upon the interaction of Tactors which cannot yet . LAl

compete more effectively with the Westo 2 R
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